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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 23-37 and 39-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Recitations such as "having the form of on line 16 of claim 23 render the claims 
indefinite because it is unclear if the sealing body actually is an endless bead or merely 
has the appearance of an endless bead. It is suggested the applicant change 
recitations such as "having the form of on line 16 of claim 23, and where appropriate 
throughout the claims, to -comprising- in order to avoid confusion. Recitations such as 
"the solid boundary layer" on line 4 of claim 44 render the claims indefinite because it is 
unclear to which of the plurality of boundary layers set forth above the applicant is 
referring. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 23, 33 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Fillmann in view of Isaksen and Ohya et al. Fillmann discloses a motor vehicle 

door internal element 12 to be arranged between a door outer side of a motor vehicle 

door and an inner lining wherein the motor vehicle door internal element is a support 
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and sealing elennent having two solid boundary layers 14 and a foamed central layer 13 
lying between the two solid boundary layers, wherein said solid boundary layers and 
said foamed central layer are made of the same thermoplastic material and define one 
single body, produced by a single foaming process, wherein said solid boundary layers, 
produced by said single foaming process, are formed integrally with each other at an 
end face (not numbered, but shown on the right side of the element 12 in figure 5) of the 
motor vehicle door internal element. Fillmann is silent concerning a porous central layer 
and a sealing body. 

However, Isaksen discloses motor vehicle door internal element 10 having a 
porous foam central layer 20. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Fillmann 
with a porous foam central layer, as taught by Isaksen, improve the sound absorbing 
ability of the internal element. 

Additionally, Ohya et al. discloses a sealing body 5 formed as an endless bead 
and disposed at an edge of the motor vehicle door internal element 3. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Fillmann 
with a seal, as taught by Ohya et al., to enable the internal element to form a seal with 
the element to which the internal element is attached. 

Claims 23. 24, 26, 29, 31 , 32, 33, 36. 39. 41 . 42 and 43 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Basson et al. in view of Fillmann, Isaksen, 
and European Patent Publication No. 0 81 1 516. Basson et al, discloses a motor 
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vehicle door internal element 201 to be arranged between a door outer side 2 of a motor 
vehicle door and an inner lining 1 wherein the motor vehicle door internal element is a 
support and sealing element, and wherein the motor vehicle door internal element 
further comprises a single thermoplastic material and a sealing body 204 formed as a 
bead and disposed at an edge of the motor vehicle door internal element as shown in 
figure 3, cable holders (not numbered, but shown in figure 3 as the generally horizontal 
grooves at the left hand end of the internal element), a cable bushing 141, a support 
plate (not numbered, but comprising the bottom of the cavity 21 1 as shown in figure 3). 
bridges 250, a partial wall offset 21 1 , anchoring apertures (not numbered, but shown in 
figure 3A at the left vertical periphery of the element 201 ), threaded inserts 351 . 
Basson et al. is silent concerning boundary layers and a foamed central layer. 

However, Fillmann discloses a motor vehicle internal element 12 having two solid 
boundary layers 14 and a foamed central layer 13, lying between the two solid boundary 
layers, wherein said solid boundary layers and said foamed central layer are made of a 
thermoplastic material and are zones of one single body, produced by a single foaming 
process, wherein said solid boundary layers are formed integrally with each other at an 
end face of the motor vehicle door internal element. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Basson et 
al. with a sandwich construction, as taught by Fillmann, to increase the strength to 
weight ratio of the door inner element. 

Additionally, Isaksen discloses motor vehicle door internal element 10 having a 
porous foam central layer 20. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Basson et 
aL, with a porous foam central layer, as taught by Isaksen, improve the sound absorbing 
ability of the internal element. 

Finally, European Patent Publication No. 0 81 1 516 discloses a sealing body 35 
which is in the form of an endless bead and is disposed at an edge of the motor vehicle 
door internal element 3. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Basson et 
al. with a seal, as taught by European Patent Publication No. 0 81 1 516, to provide a 
better seal between the internal element and the remainder of the door. 

With respect to claim 36, one of ordinary skill in the art is expected to routinely 
experiment with parameters so as to ascertain the optimum or workable ranges for a 
particular use. Accordingly, it would have been no more than an obvious matter of 
engineering design choice, as determined through routine experimentation and 
optimization, for one of ordinary skill to provide the internal element with a density that 
varies over a cross section between 0.7 and 1.4 g/cm^ in an unfoamed boundary layer 
and is between 0.1 and 0.6 g/cm^ in the foamed central layer. 

Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Basson 
et al. in view of Fillmann, Isaksen, and European Patent Publication No. 0 811 516 as 
applied to claims 23, 24, 26, 29, 31 , 32, 33, 36, 39, 41 , 42 and 43 above, and further in 
view of Staser et al. '096. Staser et al. '096 discloses an internal door element 
comprising a mounting collar (not numbered, but shown in figure 1). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Basson et 
al., as modified above, with a mounting collar, as taught by Staser et al. '096. to more 
easily provide the vehicle door with a speaker. 

Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Basson 
et al. in view of Fillmann, Isaksen, and European Patent Publication No. 0 811 516 as 
applied to claims 23, 24. 26. 29, 31 . 32, 33. 36, 39, 41 . 42 and 43 above, and further in 
view of Jackson. Jackson discloses a seal member comprising a thermoplastic 
elastomer 20. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the cable 
bushing of Basson et al., as modified above, with a thermoplastic elastomer 
construction, as taught by Jackson, to provide good sealing properties while being 
ultraviolet light stabilized. 

Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Basson 
et al. in view of Fillmann. Isaksen, and European Patent Publication No. 0 811 516 as 
applied to claims 23. 24, 26. 29, 31 . 32. 33, 36, 39, 41 , 42 and 43 above, and further in 
view of Van Order. Van Order discloses a bush 50 having an internal screw thread. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Basson et 
al., as modified above, with a bush, as taught by Van Order, to more easily attach 
components directly to the internal door element. 
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Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Basson 
et al. in view of Fillmann, Isaksen, and European Patent Publication No. 0 811 516 as 
applied to claims 23, 24. 26. 29. 31 . 32, 33, 36. 39. 41 . 42 and 43 above, and further in 
view of Scheck et al. Scheck et al. discloses a metal plate 3 for mounting a motor (not 
shown, but see column 4, lines 65-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Basson et 
al., as modified above, with a metal plate, as taught by Scheck et al., to more securely 
mount the motor to the internal element. 

Claims 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Basson et al. in view of Fillmann. Isaksen, and European Patent Publication No. 0 
811 516 as applied to claims 23. 24, 26. 29. 31, 32, 33, 36. 39. 41. 42 and 43 above, 
and further in view of Bertolini et al. Bertolini et al. discloses an internal element 
comprising a sealing body 11 mounted in a groove (not numbered, but shown in figure 
7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Basson et 
al., as modified above, with a sealing arrangement, as taught by Bertolini et a!., to 
ensure that the dry and wet sides of the vehicle door are properly sealed. 

Claim 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Basson 
et al. in view of Fillmann, Isaksen, and European Patent Publication No. 0 811 516 as 
applied to claims 23. 24. 26. 29. 31 , 32, 33, 36, 39, 41 . 42 and 43 above, and further in 
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view of Tabares. Tabares discloses a vehicle door element 20, 24 and 26 comprising a 
thermoplastic material made from a copolymer as a base component and a proportion 
of a polypropylene (see column 5, line 62 to column 6, line 2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Basson et 
al., as modified above, with a material made from a copolymer as a base component 
and a proportion of a polypropylene, as taught by Tabares, to increase the impact 
resistance of the internal door element. 

Claims 40 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Basson et al. in view of Fillmann, Isaksen, and European Patent Publication No. 0 
811 516 as applied to claims 23, 24, 26, 29, 31, 32, 33, 36, 39, 41, 42 and 43 above, 
and further in view of Ishikawa. Ishikawa, in figure 8, discloses an anchoring aperture 
(not numbered) surrounded by an integrally formed tab section 32 which projects from 
an end face (not numbered). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide Basson et 
a!., as modified above, with attachment means, as taught by Ishikawa, to more easily 
mount the internal element to the vehicle door. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed Feboiary 5, 2007 have been considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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In response to applicant's argument that the examiner has combined an 
excessive number of references, reliance on a large number of references in a rejection 
does not, without more, weigh against the obviousness of the claimed invention. See In 
re Gorman, 933 F.2d 982, 18 USPQ2d 1885 (Fed. Cir. 1991). 

With respect to the applicant's comments concerning Fillmann, the examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Fillmann clearly discloses a motor vehicle door internal element. 
As applicant pointed out. Fillmann discloses a multi-layer shaped thermoplastic part 
which clearly includes motor vehicle door internal elements. What physical 
characteristics make one element a motor vehicle door internal element and another 
element not a motor vehicle door internal element? Additionally, Fillmann discloses the 
use of the same material to form the element since Fillmann discloses the use of a 
plastic for forming both the central layer and boundary layers. Even if Fillmann failed to 
disclose the use of the same material for both the central layer and the boundary layers, 
Basson et al. discloses the use of the same material for a motor vehicle door internal 
element. Next, the applicants comments concerning the "foaming agent" on page 12, 
lines 1-9 of the comments filed February 5, 2007 are not persuasive because they do 
not appear to be supported by the disclosure. The applicant's comments concerning 
the thickness of the mold of Fillmann are mere supposition and are not persuasive. 
Finally, the element of Fillmann is not required to support loudspeakers, a window lifter, 
etc. because a motor vehicle door internal element is not inherently required to support 
such items. Additionally, the teachings of Fillmann are combined with the teachings of 
Basson et al. the disclosure of which is clearly capable of supporting such elements. 
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The applicant's comments conceming Isaksen are not persuasive because the 
teachings of Isaksen are combined with the teachings of Basson et al. which has the 
strength to support functional parts. 



THIS ACTION IS NOT MADE FINAL 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gregory J. Strimbu whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6836. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:00 to 
4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Cuomo can be reached on 571-272-6856. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 




Primary Exaniiner 
Art Unit 3634 
March 30, 2007 



